
The attached instructions provide guidance for the seventh round 
of the Nuclear and Space Talks (NST) which begins on January 15, 
1987, in Geneva. They provide guidance for the Negotiating Group 
to use in building on the proposals made during ray meeting with 
General Secretary Gorbachev in Reykjavik, Iceland. (S) 



Attachments 

1. Overall Instructions (S) 

2. START Instructions (S) 

3. INF Instructions (S) 

4. Defense and Space Instructions (S) 
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-- IN PARTICULAR, IN ELBORHING THE U-S- KOfJSAL FOR 
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CONDITION FOR MEETING THE SOVIET DEMAND FORTcOMMITMENT 
NOT TO WITHDRAW FROM THE ABM TREATY THROUGH mb, THE 
NEGOTIATING GROUP IS AUTHORIZED TO DRAW FROM REFERENCE N 
AS MODIFIED BELOW: 


Cl>. THE SIDES SHALL UNDERTAKE THROUGH mb <1> NOT TO 
EXERCISE THEIR EXISTING RIGHT OF WITHDRAWAL FROM THE ABM 


TREATY, WHICH IS OF_ UNLIMITE 
INTENT OF A PARTY TO "DEVELOi 
STRATEGIC DEFENSES SHALL 
CONSTITUTE A BASIS FOR wJrH| 
OFFENSIVE ARMS ACCORDD^r TO| 
OUTLINED BELOW- THIJKNDERI 
BELOW WOULD BE INC^PORM'EDl 
AGREEMENT RECOR DED^L^lEwl 


DURATION CTHE DESIRE OR 


TEST, OR DEPLOY ^bDVANCED 
. IN AND OF ITSyM 
UWALJ, AND {S^To |REDUCE 
W TO»HE SCHEDUlE^^T REDUCTIONS 
NDER MKING AND TWPROV*SIONS 
ifEDKNTO A DMNSE^ANDiSPACE 
■ICWB’REATY. 


<2> • DURING THE PERIODRHRDJGH mb, THE IlDE® SHALL 
STRICTLY OBSERVE ALL PR»Isl)NS OF THE A8r#rRE®TY WHILE 
CONTINUING RESEARCH, DEftLOWENT AND TESTING, IhICH ARE 
PERMITTED 8Y THE TREATY® 


{3> . THE SCHEDULE OF RLMRTJ.ONS TO BE COf 
THE PERIOD THROUGH mb IS AS FOLLOWS: 


DURING 


A. THROUGH mi, THE STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS OF 
THE TWO SIDES SHALL BE REDUCED BY FIFTY PERCENT AS 
SPECIFIED IN A SEPARATE START AGREEMENT TO BE NEGOTIATED 
NOW. THE DEFENSE AND SPACE AGREEMENT SHALL NOT ENTER 
INTO FORCE BEFORE THE ENTRY^INTO FORCE OF THE START 
AGREEMENT. ^ M 


B. BY THE END OF^ttl 
OFFENSIVE BALLISTIC «SILI 
STATES SHALL BE ELLHNATED 


ALL OF THE RJ 
OF THE USS^ 


:ng 

IE UNITED 


C4>. THE U*S. OFPM|T M EXERCISE^M 
TO WITHDRAW FROM THE^E* TWATY DOES HOT I 
TEN-YEAR PERIOD BEGINNHG HEN AN AGREEME 
EFFECT, RATHER THE OFF* EMENDS THROUGH ! 
END OF mb, EITHER SIH S*LL BE FREE TO 
ADVANCED STRATEGIC DEFHSEHIF IT SO CHOO 
SIDES AGREE OTHERWISE • JM 


[XIMING RIGHT 
[TE® FOR A 
■ TMES 
HbB AT THE 

>ep»y 

:S,|)NLESS THE 


SECRET 





t¥> 


<s>. THE DEFENS 
UNDERTAKINGS HI. 
OTHERWISE AGREE 


A. DOES NOT CO 
FOR REDUCTIONS IN ST 
THE PERIOD THROUGH 1 
REDUCTIONS AS SPECIF 




E TREATY 
DED WIL 
RTIES i 


ITH THE AGREf 
C OFFENSIVE 
HIEVING FIF' 
A SEPARATE 


THE 

, UNLESS 
ARTY: 

PROVIDING 
GREED FOR 
CENT 

AGREEMENT. 


8- DOES NOT COMPLY WITH THE AGREED PROVISIONS FOR 
REDUCTIONS LEADING TO THE TOTAL ELIMINATION BY THE END 
OF mb OF ALL OFFENSIVE BALLISTIC MISSILES- 

•CbJ. THE CONDITIONS SPECIFIED IN PARAGRAPH S WOULD BE 
IN ADDITION TO THE STANDARD RIGHTS OF A PARTY TO 
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S- THE NEGOTIATING GROUP SHOULD ATTEMPT TO CLARIFY THE 
AREAS OF AGREEMENT AND DISAGREEMENT - IN SEEKING SUCH 
CLARIFICATION, THE NEGOTIATING GROUP SHOULD KEEP IN MIND 
THAT, AS NOTED IN REFERENCE F, ... "IT IS NOT IN THE 
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7. FOR YOUR INFORMATION AND REFERENCE-. FOLLOWING IS 
TEXT OF REF N: 8EGIN TEXT 

"DIRECTIVE ON DEFENSE & SPACE ARMS." 


"{!> THE SIDES SHALL UNDERTAKE FOR TEN YEARS d> NOT TO 
EXERCISE THEIR EXISTING RIGHT OF WITHDRAWAL FROM THE ABM 
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A. WITHIN THE FIRST FIVE YEARS, THROUGH IW, THE 
STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS OF THE TWO SIDES SHALL BE 
REDUCED BY FIFTY PERCENT, AS SPECIFIED IN A SEPARATE 
START AGREEMENT TO BE NEGOTIATED NOW- THE DEFENSE AND 
SPACE AGREEMENT SHALL NOT ENTER INTO FORCE BEFORE THE 
ENTRY INTO FORCE OF THE START AGREEMENT. 
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